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Dear Sir: 

The Examiner indicated that claims 2-20 and 24 are allowed over the prior 
art. This recognition of allowable subject matter is acknowledged and appreciated. 

However, while the applicant(s) agree that the claims are allowable, the 
applicant(s) do not concede that the claims are only allowable for the precise 
reasons stated by the Examiner. 

Furthermore, the applicant(s) do not concede that the Examiner's statements 

are entirely accurate and precise. 
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Replv to Interview Summary 

The Applicants provided a summary of the telephone interview of February 
17, 2006 in Applicants' Amendment 3, which was mailed March 13, 2006. However, 
the Applicants are taking this opportunity to respond to the Examiner's Interview 
Summary which was mailed with the Notice of Allowance and Fees Due mailed April 
4, 2006. 

In that Summary, the Examiner indicated that the Examiner stated that the 
Pre-Brief conference was improper and would not be granted because it was more 
than five pages and could be construed to be filed with an After Final Amendment, 
contrary to the rules of the pilot program. 

However, the recollection of the Applicants' representative with regard to this 
portion of the Interview differs from that of the Examiner. Mr. Thomas Tillander 
recalls that the Examiner asserted that the Pre-Appeal Brief conference request 
might be improper. In response, Mr. Tillander pointed out that the Pre-Appeal Brief 
conference request included a cover page requesting that the arguments presented 
on the following five pages be considered and submitted that the fact that a 
signature was provided on a sixth page after the cover page was immaterial. 
Additionally, Mr. Tillander pointed out that the Pre-Appeal Brief conference request 
was not filed with an After Final Amendment and that an After Final Amendment had 
been filed prior to the filing of the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review. Therefore, 
Mr. Tillander submitted the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review was proper. 
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ird to the other comments provided in the Examiner's Interview 
SurfiWS§?SfRS positions of the Applicants remain those provided in previously 
submitted papers. 



Respectfully submitted, 

FAY, SHARPE, FAGAN, 
MINNICH & McKEE, LLP 
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